two decades. 3 Given this comprehensive research, we actually should know everything about them, and many scholars think that we do have a broad consensus about their interpretation. The most important element of this consensus is the assumption that the so-called Corpus pastorale forms a literary unity.4 The idea of a corpus has initially been brought up in German scholarship of the early nineteenth century by Ferdinand C. Baur in his dispute with Friedrich D.E. Schleiermacher.5 Mter Johann E.C. Schmidt (1804), Schleiermacher was the first critical scholar who argued extensively that the language and content of 1 Tim differs from the Pauline letters (including 2 Tim and Tit!) to such a high degree that it has to be identified as a pseudepigraphical writing which depends on Tit and 2 Tim. 6 Following Schleiermacher's view on 1 Tim, Johann G. Eichhorn claimed in 1812 that all three letters have to be treated the same way, mainly because of their similarity in style. 7 For Baur, too, Schleiermacher's argument referring onry to 1 Tim was of no 'Haltpunkt', 8 because of the specific relationship between the three letters. Considering only 1 Tim and separating it from 2 Tim
